insufficient data obtained from a few people. We are told, for example, that 6 (30%) of the participants thought this and 2 (10%) thought something else. Saturation has definitely not occurred, and it is a moot point.
My response is "So what?" in the largest sense. What conclusion can be drawn from such an analysis? If no attention has been paid to the type of sampling, then we cannot, even by implication, refer the results back to the population. It may well be serendipitous that 30% or 10% felt this way or that-it is of no consequence, and stating it is misleading. In a small, nonrandom sample, the number of participants falling into a category is not an indicator of significance; it is of no consequence. In addition, if all participants have not been asked the same question, we do not know if this particular response is the actual percentage of the total group. Telling me how much and how many is invalid and is not the purpose of qualitative inquiry.
But the comments? They take the form of "man on the street" remarks about a question. They are not intimate and passionate descriptions about phenomena but are superficial opinions. We have sets of data that present perspectives about an issue rather than in-depth, rich descriptions. The analysis is not pushed beyond the initial data sort. The researcher makes no attempt to ask analytic questions of the data or to seek or correlate aspects of the study. Comments passively speak for themselves, with minimal, if any, interpretation and only the barest description. All we have are shallow data presented on thin ice. All we have are comments that are insignificant, related to nothing, except the opinions of a few about very local conditions. It is the worst of qualitative inquiry. That is why these articles are not publishable.
Are these studies useful, and if so, how? If these studies are to be useful (in the knowledge-building sense) and if the researcher's agenda is to determine attitudes toward something, then these studies are a good start toward this goal. The next step is to develop a questionnaire or a survey tool, using the qualitative data-the actual words of participants-to construct pertinent questions and to administer the questionnaire to an appropriate and adequate random sample. Only then may the conclusions of the researcher be justified. Simply because the first step in this process is qualitative does not mean that the first phase can stand alone and be published. The first phase is just a step in the research and is incomplete as is.
Qualitative inquiry is not simple, is not easy, nor can it be done quickly. I am concerned about submissions to the journal that are trite and contribute nothing to knowledge, nothing to our understanding, but have been prepared and submitted as articles for publication. A few comments do not an article make.
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